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ABSTRACT
6 In,a study of racial preferences, 48 same-sex pairs,of first and second grade children played a question and ansiter game

called.nPaymaster.f! Following each of 10 answers by aReceiver,(who.was black or white), a.Paymaster (who.was black or.white) distributedlive chips, which were worth valuable prizes, to bowls for himselfand the. Receiver or to bowls for .his be4:friend, who was not_
present, and the Receiier. Following. they gaie each child was askedseries of sociometric questions about the other-child. There was tcpevidence' for differential giving ofthe chips (i.e., racialpreferences) to either ..black. or vhite-Receivers by.eitler black orwhite Paymasters. It-was found that there was a greater number of.chips given to both' black and white Receivers by black 'Paymastersthan by white'Paymasters.

'Correlational-analysis-reveiled 1

nonsignificant' relatiOnship.between,number of. chips giv'en and answersto-thesOciometric questions. 'The implications of the results forresearch on racial preferences ;in black and white children were
discussed.., (Author) z.
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Abitracti

48 same-sex pairs of first-and second-grade children p4ayed a question
and answer game called .Paymaster. -FollOWing-each.of 10 'answers by & Receiver
(who Was black or white), a Paymaster (who was black or white) distributed
five 'chips, which -were worth- valuable.prizes, to bowls far himself and the
Receiver or to bovils for his best friend, IP; h o was not present, and the Receiver.,
Following the game each, child was asked a series of soclometric questions about
the other child. There was no evidence for differential giving of the chips
(i.,e, racial preferences) to.eitherblaCk or' hite Re.ceiVers by either, black
.or white Paymasters... It was ,found that there was a greater-number of chips
given to both black and .white 'Receivers by black Paymasters, than. by white.'. Paymasters COrrelationaI analysis 'revealed a .nonsi gnifi cant rela.ti-onship
between number of chips given ard answers `o .:the .sociemptric questions, -The

- ,:implications of the _results for research on racial preferences in black and
children were discussed



fi

Racial 'Preferences in the Behavior of
.C3

Black and White.Children1

Brian l:oates.,2 E lizabeth Arnstein,' and:Joyce Jordan

UniVersity of North Carolina

In studies using attitudinal measures to assess young children't. racial
,

preferences (e.g.: Which doll, black or white,' wou'd you like to playwith?),

it 'has -been found that bath bled; and-14 childwin prefer white-,children

and reject/ blaCk children (Clark & Clark, 1957; Porland, 1966, 1964).

Although Harris and Braun (1971) and Hraba and Greet (1970) have, questioned

the generality of the preference of klack children for white c:hildren

with their finding that.black children prefer black dolls the studies. do

00 consistently show that young children have racial preferences.

The existence. of racial. preferences in black anti white children has,

however, not been found when the.behaviOr of the two races is observid.
!,

Goodman. (1952) concluded that friendship and attic:latent. amoiig children

nursery. sdiool: group in a northeastern-United States town were not affected
, ,

by racial consideratioes. Similarly, ,Stevenson and Stevenson (1960).on.

0,44C0 the. basis of observations in a. nursery school in Austin, Texas, concluded
im4111

,° fiat there were no. differences bet'ieen blacks and ,%ihites "in the,relative

amount of time.spent in own7race and other-race i0eractian...As one
visitor nut it: 'They might as-mell all be blue.' '' (p. 70)
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The major purpose of -the present study was to determine if there would

be racial preferences in the behavior of black and white children on an

experimental task developed by MaSters (1968, 1969, 1972). if prefirences.

were found, the study could serve as the basis for a large scale project

. on the determinants of racial preferences in the behavior of black and

white children.
fJ

Pairs.o 1st and 2nd grade children played a question and answer game

called Paymaster. This game was chosen because it hase-been shown to be

Sensitive to seVeral independent--Variables. in previous. research With young

-.Children- and it is of interest to-children..(Masters, 1968, 1969, 1972).. On

each of 10. "trials ,. one of the chi ldren (the Receiver) was asked a, question

by an adult experimenter After the.Receiver.had answered the question.

correctly, the other child (the Paymaster)- was. to distribute'five chips,.
Which were-worth valuable prizes, to a bowl.. for hiffself and a bOwl for the

Receiver,. rf -the 'Children had racial preferences, the' blaCk and white

Paymasters would give a greater iiuirtier of their chips to either the black

or the white Receivers, On the ba th-e norm 'of this society and

research an racial ,preferences with adults (Goldschmi'd, 1970;' Katz, .1970),
-,

it efou1d-b epeCted at. the children would: give a, greater number

of their. chips to the ,black Receivers
. than to the white Receivers whereas

the teihite'ehildren.WOuld:giVe a greater number of their T-ckips to the white

Receivers than to the black Receiver,

As indicated earlier.. dissimilar results have been fotind.with the two

measures, attitudinal, and behavioral, of racial preferences in black-
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and white children (Goodman, 1952; Morland, 1958, 1366; Stevenson &

Stevenson, 1960), As yet, however, the relation between the two types

of measures has not been investigated within a single study. Thus,

a second purpose of the present study was to investigate the relation

between attitudinal and behavioral measures ef racial preferences in

black and hite children. This can be done by studying the patterning

of results for the two measures and by correlatine the Paymasters' scores

for chips given to the Receivers during the game eith their scores for

a series of sociometric questions concerning the Receivers (e.g,, Would

you lAe to be your friend?). These geestions were asked

following the Paymaster game,

Method

is(b4ectl,

The, subjects were 48 pairs of children (24 aetle pairs and 24 female

pairs) from the 1st and 2nd grades of an integrated elementary school in

Casisbere, North Carolina, One child in each pair was in the 2nd grade

(H age R 8,17 years) and always served as the Pay naster during the Paymaster

gssee, The other member of the pair was in the 1st grade (M age e 7.23

years) and always served as the Receiver during tie game,

Three male pairs and three female pairs were randomly assigned to the

8 experimental conditions generated by a 2 (Paymaster- -black or white) X

2 (Receiverblack or white) X 2 (the Paymaster distributes the chips to

bowls for himself and the Receiver or to bowls for his best friend, who



was not present,. and the Receiver) design., A randmization protedure

was used in generating the pairs such that there wis approximately an

equal number of pairs from-each of the possible cunhinations:of 1st and

2nd gradeclasses in. the School.

Two female undergr.,aduates-in psychology served as experimenters.

Procedure

The subjects were brought to the experimental room In same-sex -pairs.

They were :yea d, across fr6rn each other at a table with the two adult

'experimenters at tim ends not the table. Experimsnter 1.-(Miss ArnstAin)--

pen gave 11:e4o.11 ow i ng .1 nstructi ons :

Today ',1,ue are, going to play a game called Paywaster: These bowls

.are_ for-holding the .valuable ,chips You will L using during, the game.
.

The chips are worth valuable. prizeS at the er:d of the game: Now,

pUt Johnny's nan-:w.. on one bcml enii:-.1titiyeS on the other bowl.

T Will ?Aso put ,you-r: name on these containers . '. (The experiFrrenter

tier. Put 'the 'Child's iipAne cin a bowl. -.She also, put their names on

tWo plaS.tic-,COntainers which' were used to hifed the accumulated chips.):
-In this. game: ova of yob will be ansigerIng queitions and the other

will be...the....chips--Payinaster,,,, Before you fl-ipped a -1.:61,:n to

de:lte-who Will- answer the ,questions' and Who' hill be 'the' chips

' Payiaster.'. Johnny.i. .wil1 be ,asking you.10,qUestions<,' Jima. you:

he OajiMaSte,. :After each question I as Johnny you will

have,..fi ye.- chi Ps , Can Uut all of :the- chips in', your bow) put all
.

of em.. 1 n.,johnny"s bowl pr put so the of ther,1 your bowl and some
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in Johnny's bowl. You can do it atm way you vent and remember the

chips are, worth valuable prizes at the end of the -game. Are

there any questions?

AP'propriate variations in the instructionsuid-l-abeling of the bowls'
were made for the pairs in i4hic.h the Paymaster clime between_ a.bcfel

for his best friend and a bowl- for the Receiver.

The game was then begun.: Experimenter 1 asked the Receiver 10 questions.
The initial questions were: "What's your am?' "HO/ old are you?" and
"Are you a boy or a girl?" The experinenter then presented pictures of
comon objects which the Receiver was to ramie, In the order of presentation

the child, the were: -bird, -flowers," Incilan, .herse

rooster,' and apple._ F.ach childre.nhad no difficul ty in. answering

it* three initial questions'. chid in identifying the Seven oblects.e
Following each answer, the Paymaster distribued Five chips to the

bowls, After a fe? seconds had.elapsed, Exper rnenter 1 transferred the
clrips thy: clear pTastic containers for each chid,,
Socionetricattst&Is...

0 %

.1To assess the attitudes_ of the enildren tvgaris, each other, following.
,ri .

.:I , 7

th Payfaiiter game each child was asked in separa.' ;-,e, room , &series. of
questions about the ot.h.er.chi.ld; The questions

I like to have be your friend?
4o WOtild ya?..!. like to-have.

. .be, in -yJur class?
et

Would you 1 i Ece:khave . . .i t ...-sei.::,...:,t5,..)-!pu in class?
. ,.....

.

kireuld you like
.

., . . ;to :play with-yoUt
....... .. ,, .

, ..

4: r)
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WOuld you like to have come to your. house to play with you?

. Is a nice perion?

7. Is a smart person?

a '

Results and Discussion

The mean number.of chips given by. the Paymaster to the Receiver for

each of the eight experimental grbups is shown in_Table 1. A 4-way

analysis of variance was performed on these data The factors were race of

Paymaster (bled or white)e race of ReCeiver (black-or white), choice of

..Paymaster: in distributing the chips (PAymaeter versus Receiver or friend of

Paymaster versus Receiver), and trials (1 through 10).. TWO sienificant effects
. .

were found: (a) there was a greater number of .chips given to both black

and white Receivers by black Paymasters than by white PAymasters (F e

7.581 'df e 1/40, p.e.1 .01); (b) there was a 3-way interaction between race

Of Receiver, choice of Paymaiter, and trials (F e 2013, df 9/360,, p 4.03')

This interaction was 'due to a ceoplicated relation between the experimental

groups and trials. As can be seen inTable 1, there was an initial 'increase

in the number of chips giVen, to the Receiver for two .groups (black Receiver
;

choice between Paymaster *and Receiver, and white Receiver--choice between,

Mend of, the Paymaster' and the Receiver): and then a decrease in number of

chips .given. For the other two groups (black Receiverechoice between

friend of the Paymaster and the .Receivdr.and white Receiver--choice betWeen

the Paymaster and the Receiver),the relation between grodps and trials did not

change over:trials. With these relations, there was a higher nember of chips
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given on earlier trials for black Receiverchoice between Paymaster and

Receiver and white Receiverchoice between friend of PayniaSter. and

Reeeiver; for later trials, however, there was a g,seater number of chips

, given to-the Receiver fora the remaining two grotips of black Receiver--

choice between friend of Paymaster and Receive-, and white Receiver--

choice between Paymast4r and Receiver. There was eo evidence in the

datafor differential preference for either black or white Receivers by

either black or white Paymasters (the F value for he interaction between

race of Paymaster and race of Receiver was <1).

Insert Table 1 abdut here

The finding of no racial preferenCes in the bAavior of black and

. white children is congruent with the findings of Geodrran (1952) and

'Stevenson and Stevenson (1960) . ,F.ach.of these studies used, young children;

the present sample consisted of 7-,, and 8-year-olds, whereas the

samples:In the Goodman,. and Stevenson and .Stevenson studies consisted of

4- and 5-year-olds. Since raCiai preferences have consistently been

reported in the behavior of black and white adults (e.g. Goldschmid,

197p; Katz, 1970), a developmental study is needed to, determine the age

at which racial preferences first become evident i i the behavioy of

children.

The mean scores for' the sociometric question-for the eight experimental

groups Fare shown in Table 2. The scores are given separately for the
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Paymasters answers to questions about the Receiverseand for the Receivers'

answers to questions about the Paymaiters. It can be seen in the table

that there were a large 'number of "yes" (positive) answers to the seven

questions (seVen "yes"-answers would ield a perfect score of 21). A.

2 (race of Paymaster--black or white). X 2 (race of Receiver--black or

white) X 2 (choice of Paymaster--Paymaster versus Receiver or-friend

of Paymaster versus Receiver) analysis of. variance was performed on the

data,.- separately for .Paymasteri' answers about the -Receivers and for

Receivers' answers about the Paymasters. .0nly one significant effect was

obtained: the black and white-Receivers were more positive. about the.

blaCk Paymasters (M = 20.29) than they were about, ,;:he. white Paymasters'

(11 16.52). (F 'Ia 10.52 elf*k. 1/40 p < .025)-0

Insert Table 2 about here..:

As ibdicatedearlier, results, of the investigations of the behavior'

of black and ,:'trite children, reward each other are at odds with the

results of studies of the attitudes of the two races toward each other.

The present study provides some evidence.on the question of the relationship

_ bdtween behavioral and attitudinal masures of.iracial preferences. First,

the analyses of variance of the.nuntw of chips given by the Poetasters to

the Receivers; and of the Paymasters ' answers to the- sociometric.questions

about the .Reaei yers provi des evi dance :for: no rel et: on shi p between the

measures... The pattern'of results-for the two. measures was not similiare.
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For the behavioral treasure, there was a greater nu.ber of chips given to

the Remivers by black Paymasters than by white Pcreasters. For the

attitudinal measure, however, there was no difference between the two

races for Paymasters in the degree of positiveness of. their answers to .

the socionetrf c questions. Similarly, the pattern of results was not

'tie same for the higher order interaCtions, A thme-way interaction

was Obtained for number of chips given to the Rece ver but not for the

soctometric scores, Second, further evidence for ,:o relationship

between the measures was found in the correlation- tetween the number of

chips given by the paymasters to the Receivers and the Paymasters'

scores for the socionetric questions. If there wa: a relationshiP,

there would be a high and significant correlatign tetween the measures..

Instead, the correlation was .21 (p .05). Thus, the present results

suggest that the two measures may be tapping diffwent.processes. The

laCk of a relationship .between the .neasures should be a caution to

investigators who might be interested in using firkiings on .racial

preferences in attitudes to predict racial preferences in behavior.
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